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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER. FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 16 May 2006 . 
2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)\Z\ This action is non-final. 

3) \3 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-15 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) none is/are allowed. 

6) K Claim(s) 1-15 is/are rejected. 

Claim(s) none is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

a. Applicant argues that Wagner does not specifically disclose 'a device having two 
processing devices.' 

Wagner discloses a first processing device for providing display information to 
said display screen in said first housing (processor and inside panel circuitry, together, 
"process" in order to display on the inside of door); a second processing device for 
providing display information to said display screen in said second housing (processor 
and outside panel circuitry, together, "process" in order to display on the outside of 
door). 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., 'a device having two microprocessors') are not recited in the rejected claim(s). 
Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

b. Applicant argues that 'there is no suggestion in Wagner of wireless 
communication between the switch assembly and indicator assembly, no is there a 
suggestion of the desirability of wireless communicate on.' 
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It is noted that Wagner was not relied upon for the teaching or suggestion of wireless 
communication. Instead, Morris, was relied upon for this feature ([1. 59-60]). Rationale 
for combination is seen in a previous Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

1. Claim(s) 1-5, 7, 10 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Wagner (6236303). 

As to claim 1 , Wagner discloses: 

A device for displaying multiple pre-programmed messages (figs. 4, 5), comprising: 

a) a first housing adapted to be mounted in a first location (fig. 1, el. 10; housing not 
shown in its entirety; col. 3, lines 34-52); 
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b) a first electronic display screen mounted in said first housing (LCD display; col. 6, 
lines 4-15); 

c) a second housing adapted to be mounted in a second location (fig. 2, el. 30; 
mountable housing; col. 4, lines 4-13); 

d) a second electronic display screen mounted in said second housing (LCD display; 
col. 6, lines 4-15); 

e) a first processing device for providing display information to said display screen in 
said first housing (col. 5, lines 20-55; fig. 5, el. 52); 

f) a second processing device for providing display information to said display screen in 
said second housing (col. 5, lines 20-55; fig, 5, el. 52); 

e) a power source in one of said first or second housings for supplying electric.power to 
said display screens and said first and second processing devices (battery 50; col. 4, 
lines 13-16); 

f) means for selecting a message to be displayed on said first and second displays (fig. 
3, el. 10; col. 3, line 53 to col. 4, line 3); and 

g) means for conducting electric signals between said first and second processing 
devices (indicating assembly 30 electrically connected to switching assembly 10; col. 4, 
lines 17-44). 

As to claim 2, 
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said first and second display screens each comprises an LCD display (LCD display; col. 
6, lines 4-15). 

As to claim 3, 

said first and second housings are adapted to be secured to opposite sides of a door 
(hotel room doors; col. 6, lines15-25). 

As to claim 4, 

further comprising switching means for selectively displaying a message on said first 
and second display screens (choose between messages; fig. 3, el. 10; col. 3, line 53 to 
col, 4, line 3). 

As to claim 5, 

said means for conducting electric signals between said first and second processing 
devices extends through said door (col. 6, lines 15-26; since the housings are mounted 
on the doors themselves, the connection would go through the door). 

As to claim 7, 

said processor means has a preprogrammed selection of messages adapted to be 
displayed electronically simultaneously on said first and second display screens (guests 
can tell the state of the system; fig. 3, 4 col. 4, lines 45-53). 

As to claim 10, 

one of said housings is provided with an audio speaker (audio; col. 6, lines 4-15). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter 
as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall 
not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim(s) 8, 9 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wagner (6236303). 

As to claim 8, 

Wagner discloses: a power source comprising a battery (battery 50; col. 4, lines 
13-16). 

Wagner is silent as to the specific location of the battery. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Wagner's 
system to teach said power source comprises a battery mounted on one of said 
housings, based on the system's diction of the environment and design. 

As to claim 9, 

Wagner discloses: a motion sensor (motion sensor; col. 5, lines 20-55). 
Wagner is silent as to the specific location of the motion sensor. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Wagner's 
system to teach one of said housings is provided with a motion sensor, based on the 
system's diction of the environment and design. 

3. Claim(s) 6, 14 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wagner (6236303) in view of Bedell (5953842). 

As to claims 6 and 14, 

Wagner discloses said first and second housings are removably secured to said 
opposite sides of said door by screws (coL 3, lines 34-52). 

Wagner fails to specifically teach tamper-resistant screws. 

In an analogous art, Bodell discloses tamper-resistant screws for a sign (col. 3, line 54 
to col. 4, line 2). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Wagner's system 
to teach said first and second housings are removably secured to said opposite sides of 
said door by screws, as taught by Bodell, so as to protect the sign from vandalism (col. 
1, lines 1-8). 

4. Claim(s) 11,12 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wagner (6236303) in view of Morris (6768424). 



Application/Control Number: 09/964,590 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2612 

As to claims 11 and 12, 

Wagner fails to specifically teach said first and second processing devices are adapted 
to communicate wirelessly by audio and radio frequency. 

Morris discloses a wireless communication between two devices using audio or radio 
frequency (col. 1, lines 57-60). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Wagner's system 
to teach said first and second processing devices are adapted to communicate 
wirelessly by audio frequency, as taught by Morris, so as to allow two remotely located 
devices to communicate wirelessly, 

5. Claim(s) 13 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wagner (6236303) in view of Shimizu (5998925). 

As to claim 13, 
Wagner discloses: 

That a wide variety of devices could be used as indicators in addition to or in place of 
lights (col. 6, lines 4-15). 

Wagner fails to specifically teach said first and second display screens each comprises 
an LED display. 
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In an analogous art, Shimizu discloses a system utilizing LEDs (fig. 1, col. 8, lines 31- 
40). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Wagner's system 
to teach utilizing an LED display, as taught by Shimizu, so as to utilize light which is 
compact, clear color with high efficiently, and free from trouble such as burn-out. 

6. Claim(s) 15 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wagner (6236303) in view of Burns (4852284). 

As to claim 15, 

Wagner fails to specifically teach said first and second housings are removably secured 
by suction cups. 

In an analogous art, Faggiano discloses a mounting a sign with suction cups (col. 1, 
lines 26-45). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Wagner's system 
to teach said first and second housings are removably secured by suction cups, as 
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taught by Faggiano, so as to allow a sign to be attached to glass without visual 
obstruction. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shirley Lu whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-8546. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeff Hofsass can be reached on (571 ) 272-2981 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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